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USA FREEDOM ACT 

SPEECH OF 

HON. MIKE ROGERS 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to begin by thanking Chairman 
GOODLATTE, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, the other 
Judiciary Committee sponsors, and Leader 
CANTOR for all of their hard work coming to a 
compromise with the Intelligence Committee 
that enacts meaningful change to FISA while 
preserving operational capabilities. 

It is commendable that we have found a re-
sponsible legislative solution to address con-
cerns about the bulk telephone metadata pro-
gram so that we may move forward on other 
national security legislative priorities. Our obli-
gation to protect this country should not be 
held hostage by the actions of traitors who 
leak classified information that puts our troops 
in the field at risk or those who fear-monger 
and spread mistruth to further their own mis-
guided agenda. 

Following the criminal disclosures of intel-
ligence information last June, the Section 215 
telephone metadata program has been the 
subject of intense, and often inaccurate, criti-
cism. The bulk telephone metadata program is 
legal, overseen, and effective at saving Amer-
ican lives. All three branches of government 
oversee this program, including Congress, in-
spectors general, and internal compliance and 
privacy and civil liberties offices in executive 
branch agencies. 

Despite the effectiveness of the program, 
and the immense safeguards on the data, 
many Americans and many Members of this 
body still have concerns about a potential for 
abuse. The legislation we are considering 
today is designed to address those concerns 
and reflects hundreds of hours of Member and 
staff work to negotiate a workable com-
promise. 

In March, Intelligence Committee Ranking 
Member RUPPERSBERGER and I introduced leg-
islation that was designed to accomplish these 
main priorities: We committed to ending bulk 
metadata collection of communications and 
other types of records. We committed to pro-
viding more targeted, narrow authorities so as 
not to put America at risk. We committed to 
providing an even more robust judicial review 
process for the program. And we committed to 
providing more transparency into the FISA 
process and the decisions of the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Court. The revised USA 
Freedom Act accomplishes the same goals, 
as well. 

This legislation is intended to prohibit ‘‘bulk’’ 
collection activities under the authorities in 
question. ‘‘Bulk’’ collection means the indis-
criminate acquisition of information or tangible 
things. It does not mean the acquisition of a 
large number of communications records or 
other tangible things. Rather, the prohibition 
applies to the use of these authorities to en-
gage in indiscriminate or ‘‘bulk’’ data collec-
tion. These changes are intended to respond 
to concerns that these authorities could be 
used to permit a bulk data collection ‘‘loop-
hole.’’ 

The bill bans bulk collection by introducing 
the requirement for a ‘‘specific selection term.’’ 
The ban on bulk collection, however, is not in-

tended to limit acquisition of information 
through the traditional, targeted types of FISA 
or National Security Letters. The list of exam-
ples of what may constitute a specific selec-
tion term is non exhaustive, and we anticipate 
there will be other forms of discriminants than 
those contained in the legislation. 

The legislation also creates a new mecha-
nism for obtaining call detail records on a con-
tinuing basis for up to 180 days to protect 
against international terrorism. The legislation 
is not intended to affect any current uses of 
Section 501 outside of the bulk context, in-
cluding for records related to foreign intel-
ligence information not concerning a U.S. per-
son and clandestine intelligence activities. 

We also assured that the language we are 
considering today permits a return of two hops 
to include using records identified by the gov-
ernment as the basis for the second hop. Ad-
ditionally, it is important that when records are 
produced to the government they are pro-
duced in a form that will be useful—meaning 
that the government can set conditions on 
their production, including by determining the 
format and manner for production. This does 
not, however, mandate that companies 
change their business practices to store data 
in any particular form. 

The USA Freedom Act provides the mean-
ingful change to the telephone metadata pro-
gram that Members of the House have been 
seeking. If we had the fortune of having a 
Commander in Chief firmly dedicated to the 
preservation of this program as is, we may 
have been able to protect it in its entirety. With 
that not being the case, I believe this is a 
workable compromise that protects the core 
function of a counterterrorism program we 
know has saved lives around the world. 

I urge Members to support this legislation. 
f 

RECOGNIZING THE 25TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE PRINCE WILLIAM 
COMMITTEE OF 100 

HON. GERALD E. CONNOLLY 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, May 23, 2014 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to rec-
ognize the 25th anniversary of the Prince Wil-
liam Committee of 100. 

The Prince William Committee of 100 was 
founded to pursue a simple but essential mis-
sion: examining issues facing Prince William 
County and the cities of Manassas and Ma-
nassas Park by engaging topics through edu-
cational forums. By hosting thoughtful discus-
sions and debates, the Committee pursues so-
lutions to area problems and helps foster a 
better understanding of pressing community 
matters. 

The Prince William Committee of 100 strives 
to attract membership that is representative of 
the cultural, political, professional, and demo-
graphic diversity of the Prince William area. 
Membership must reside or work in Prince 
William County or the Cities of Manassas and 
Manassas Park and demonstrate that they are 
community stakeholders with a vested interest 
in local affairs. 

It is my honor to enter into the Congres-
sional Record the names of the current offi-
cers and board members of the Prince William 
Committee of 100. It is dedication like theirs 

that has helped sustain this vital organization 
for 25 years. 

President: Denny Daugherty 
Vice President: Jack Kooyoomjian 
Secretary: Jan Cunard 
Assistant Secretary: Carol Proven 
Treasurer: Harry Wiggins 
Assistant Treasurer: Patricia Bradburn 
Brentsville Director: Mary Beth Schaal 
Coles Director: Jim O’Connor 
Gainesville Director: Carol Noggle 
City of Manassas Director: Susan 

Bardenhagen 
Neabsco Director: Patrick Durany 
Occoquan Director: Don Scoggins 
Potomac Director: James Young 
Woodbridge Director: Antonio Merrick 
At Large Director: Judy Anderson 
At Large Director: Harry Glasgow 
At Large Director: Connie Moser 
At Large Director: Jane Beyer 
Immediate Past President: Martha 

Hendley 
Program Chair: Judy Zoll 
Assistant Program Chair: Carol Noggle 
Publicity Chair: Connie Moser 
Assistant Publicity Chair: Nancy Vehrs 
Auditors: Tony Guiffré and Judith Ander-

son 
Webmaster: Jim O’Connor 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleagues join 
me in congratulating the Prince William Com-
mittee of 100 on its 25th anniversary. The 
Committee helps create an active and more 
well-informed citizenry and our community is 
stronger for it. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. SCOTT GARRETT 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, May 23, 2014 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I submit a clar-
ification of my vote during consideration of 
H.R. 4435, the Howard P. ‘‘Buck’’ McKeon Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2015. I mistakenly voted ‘‘no’’ on rollcall 
Vote 231, the McKinley of West Virginia 
Amendment No. 1. I intended to vote ‘‘aye.’’ 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF-
FAIRS MANAGEMENT ACCOUNT-
ABILITY ACT OF 2014 

SPEECH OF 

HON. RUSH HOLT 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 21, 2014 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, our veterans have 
served our Nation with pride and honor since 
our country was founded over 200 years ago, 
and we owe them and their families a debt 
that we can never fully repay. 

One of the things we can do, however, is 
ensure that veterans receive the benefits they 
have earned, and providing high-quality health 
care must be our foremost priority. If a person 
is ill, his or her entire quality of life is affected. 

The revelations we have learned about the 
gross negligence at the Phoenix hospital are 
shocking and deplorable and should be con-
demned—and should never happen again. But 
H.R. 4031 does not get to the root of the mat-
ter and it does not fix the issue. 

Clearly there are serious problems at the 
VA that must be addressed, and those that al-
lowed this travesty must be held accountable. 
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